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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1 - 26 are pending and have been examined. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 07/14/04 was filed before the 
mailing date of the first Action on the merits. The submission is in compliance with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being 
considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 - 6 and 8 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claims 1 and 4 recite "indicting" where it should read --indicating-. 
Claim 8 recites "indicated" where it should read -indicate-. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 
2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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4. Claims 1 - 13, 16 - 23, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Freyman et al. in US PGPub No. 20030083009 (hereinafter US PGPub '009). 

5. For claim 1 and similar claim 4, US PGPub '009 discloses: 

A lockout device for preventing a person from accessing electronic information 
comprising (Abstract: access device with internet lockout feature...): 

a key for enabling and disabling Internet access (see Abstract; [0016], [0017]: 
switch... first state... active... second state... disable...); 

a key operated switch configured to receive the key and selectively break traces 
providing Internet access (see Abstract; [0017]: disconnection...); 

a display electrically coupled to the key operated switch and configured to indicting 
whether Internet access is enabled or disabled (see [0017]: front panel... activity indicator.,.). 

For claim 2 and similar claim 5, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout device of claim 1, wherein the display includes a light emitting diode (LED) (see 
[0005]; [0016]; Figure 2, indicator light 42). 

For claim 3 and similar claim 6, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout device of claim 1 , wherein the lockout device is configured for mounting in a case of 
one of a computer, a cable modem, and an asymmetric digital subscriber line (ADSL) modem 
(see [0018]; [0021]; Figure 3: computer). 

For claim 7 and similar claim 17, US PGPub '009 discloses: 

A lockout system for preventing a person from accessing electronic information 
comprising (Abstract: access device with internet lockout feature...): 

a computer including a case and a motherboard capable of accessing electronic 
information mounted in the case, the case also configured for mounting a locking device (see 
Figure 1: access device; Figure 3; [0018]: lockout feature connected to PC...); 
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a locking device including a reading device configured to receive user input, the locking 
device mounted in the case, electrically coupled to the motherboard, and configured to enable 
and disable the access of electronic information in response to the user input (see [0016] - 
[0018]: user interface....) 

For claim 8 and similar claim 18, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the locking device further includes a display configured 
to indicated whether the access of electronic information is enabled or disabled (see [0017]). 

For claim 9 and similar claim 19, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the motherboard of the computer includes traces that 
carrying the electronic information (see [0015]: data port logic transfer layer routes data...). 

For claim 10 and similar claim 20, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the locking device further includes a relay electrically 
coupled to the motherboard and configured to enable and disable the access of electronic 
information (see Figure 3; [0016]: user activated switch...). 

For claim 11 and similar claim 21, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the reading device is a magnetic card reader (see 
[0015]: GUI or user interface...; [0018]: reads switch from user interface...). 

For claim 12 and similar claim 22, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the reading device is a keypad (see [0018] - [0019]: GUI 
or other user interface...). 

For claim 13 and similar claim 23, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the reading device is a touch screen (see [0018] - 
[0019]: GUI or other user interface...). 

For claim 16 and similar claim 26, US PGPub '009 discloses: 
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The lockout system of claim 7, wherein the motherboard includes a controller configure to 

provide access to electronic information, the locking device configured to provide a signal to the 

controller to enable and disable the access of electronic information (see Figure 1 ; [0016] - 

[0018]: access device inherently has motherboard...). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 14-15 and 24 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Freyman et al. further in view of Kipust in US Patent No. 6002427. 

7. For claim 14 and similar claim 24, US PGPub '009 discloses the lockout system of claim 
7, and a reading device but does not expressly disclose the reading device includes an 
interactive telephone component configured to allow the user to enable and disable the access 
of electronic information remotely. 

Kipust however does disclose the reading device includes an interactive telephone 
component configured to allow the user to enable and disable the access of electronic 
information remotely (see Figure 1; column 12, lines 59- 65). 

Freyman et al. and Kipust are analogous art since they are from similar problem solving 
areas (preventing unauthorized use or access of information on an electronic device). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
lockout system of Freyman et al. such that it would incorporate a remote interactive telephone 
activation as in Kipust. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide a flexible 
security mechanism that can be activated or deactivated without limitation. 
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For claim 15 and similar claim 25, US PGPub '009 discloses the lockout system of claim 

7, and a reading device but does not expressly disclose the reading device includes a web- 
based device configured to allow the user to enable and disable the access of electronic 
information remotely. 

Kipust however does disclose the reading device includes a web-based device 
configured to allow the user to enable and disable the access of electronic information remotely 
(see Figure 1; column 12, lines 59- 65). 

Freyman et al. and Kipust are analogous art since they are from similar problem solving 
areas (preventing unauthorized use or access of information on an electronic device). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
lockout system of Freyman et al. such that it would incorporate a remote web-based activation 
as in Kipust. The motivation for doing so would have been to provide a flexible security 
mechanism that can be activated or deactivated without limitation. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Cassista et al. in US Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0007459 disclose a 
method and apparatus for intentional blockage of connectivity. Roberts, Jr. in US Patent No. 
6671357 discloses an apparatus and method for interrupting data transmission. English et al. in 
US Patent Application Publication No. 20010027526 discloses a data flow control unit. Browne 
in US Patent No. 6276533 discloses a secure computer system and method of providing secure 
access to a computer system including a stand alone switch operable to inhibit data corruption 
on a storage device. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Laurel Lashley whose telephone number is 571-272-0693. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, alt Fridays btw 7:30 am & 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilbert© Barron, Jr. can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Laurel Lashley 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2132 
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